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REMARKS 

The application has been reviewed in light of the Office Action mailed December 16, 
2004. Claim 8 has been added. Claims 1-8 are pending. Claims 1, 2, and 4 have been amended. 
Reconsideration and allowance of the application are respectfully requested in light of the 
foregoing amendments and the following remarks. 

Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. Claim 1 has been amended to recite only acts in the claimed 
method, and claim 2 has been amended to eliminate any steps of using the claimed apparatus. In 
addition, the phrase "the wider radius distance" has been amended in both claims 1 and 2. 
Withdrawal of this rejection is requested. 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101, because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Specifically, the Office Action states that claim 1 is 
directed to neither a "process" nor a "machine" but rather embraces or overlaps two different 
statutory classes of invention. The rejection is traversed. Claim 1, as amended, is directed to a 
method, which is a statutory class of invention in accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 101. 
Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection is requested. 

Claims 1-5 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 5,553,840 to Arikawa ("Arikawa"). The rejection is traversed. 

Claim 1 relates to a method for paper gathering and feeding comprising: "providing a 
. . . rotation member. . . with a changeable piece that is changeable with a radius distance 
between a tip section and a rotation axis. . . at the time of the gathering process, the rotation 
member rotates in a gathering direction to slap down the paper using the changeable piece with a 
wider radius distance than a radius of the piece when it is at rest." Arikawa does not teach or 
suggest each of these claim limitations. 
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Arikawa relates to a bill receiving and feeding apparatus. The Office Action states 
the teaching of a shaft (36) and a vane wheel (37) in Arikawa anticipate the claimed "changeable 
piece that is changeable with a radius distance between a tip section and a rotation axis." 
Although Arikawa teaches that the vane wheel (37) can rotate in a clockwise and 
counterclockwise direction (col. 14, lines 59- col. 15, line 6), Arikawa provides no teaching of a 
changeable "radius distance between a tip section and a rotation axis," as recited by claim 1. For 
at least this reason, Arikawa does not anticipate the claimed invention, and withdrawal of the 
rejection is requested. 

Similarly, each of independent claims 2 and 4 recite a "changeable piece changeable 
with a radius distance between a tip section and a rotation axis." For at least the reasons given 
above regarding the allowability of claim 1 , claims 2 and 4 are also allowable over Arikawa. 
Claims 3 and 5 depend from claims 2 and 4, respectively, and contain each of the claim 
limitations recited therein. For at least these reasons, withdrawal of the rejection of claims 2-5 is 
requested. 

Claims 4 and 5 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 5,415,390 to Guerrero ("Guerrero"). The rejection is traversed. 

Claim 4 has been amended to recite "a changeable piece changeable with a radius 
distance between a tip section and a rotation axis, said changeable piece being rotatable in a 
gathering and a feeding direction." For whatever Guerrero teaches regarding use of a flexible 
tab 24 having a "curved stainless steel wire" attached thereon, Guerrero does not teach that the 
tab is rotatable in both a "gathering" and a "feeding" direction. Nor would this limitation be 
obvious as the invention of Guerrero is solely discussed in the context of stacking, i.e., 
gathering, individual sheets of paper. 

For at least this reason, Guerrero does not anticipate nor render obvious the claimed 
invention. Claim 5, and newly added claim 8 each depend from claim 4 and contain all the 
limitations recited therein. For at least these reasons, withdrawal of the rejection of claims 4 and 
5 is respectfully requested. 
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Claims 6 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Guerrero as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 3,166,313 to Rehm 
("Rehm"). The rejection is traversed. 



Even assuming that there was some objective motivation to combine the teaching of multiple 
bristles in Rehm with the teaching of a singular tab in Guerrero, of which there is none, the 
combination still would not render obvious the claimed invention. Specifically, Rehm does not 
cure the deficiencies of Guerrero as discussed above because Rehm teaches only the stacking 
(i.e., gathering) of small particles, like mail, which requires the bristles of the handling device to 
be rotatable in only a gathering direction. For at least these reasons, withdrawal of the rejection 
is respectfully requested. 



Claims 6 and 7 depend from claim 5 and contain all of the limitations recited therein. 



In view of the above amendment, applicant believes the pending application is 
believed to be in condition for allowance. 
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